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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 10 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

3. Both claims 1 0 and 30 recite the limitation "0 to about 20 percent by weight of 
said lubricant" in claims 8 and 28, respectively. There is insufficient antecedent basis 
for this limitation in these claims since both claims 8 and 28 require the lubricants yet 
claims 10 and 30, which depend there from, define the lubricants as not being required, 
as indicated by the 0 percent by weight embodiment. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United • 
States. 

5. Claims 1 and 6-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by or 
Kono et al. (JP 04284236), Shiono et al. (JP 06289262)., Kroesbergen (WO 96/23024), 
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Manning et al. (USPN 5,071681 ), Gaa et al. (USPN 4,810,576) or Cossement et al. 
(USPN 5,236,982). 

In the abstract, Kono et al. or Shiono et al. teach articles comprising coating 
layers on at least one surface, said coatings comprising a water-absorbent polymer and 
a binder. 

Each of Kroesbergen (page 1, lines 1-17, page 2, lines 16-37, page 3, lines 14- 
22, page 4, lines 12-29 and the Example on page 9) and Manning et al. (col. 1, lines 6- 
28 and col. 2, lines 5-61) teach fibrous polymeric articles comprising, on at least one 
surface, a coating comprising a water-soluble superabsorbent polymer and a binder. 

Each of Gaa et al. (col. 4, lines 50-55, col. 6, lines 5-60, col. 8, lines 12-14, col. 
10, lines 5-7, and col. 11, lines 30-53) and Cossement et al. (col. 1, lines 44-51 and col. 

5, lines 20-65,) teach fibers reinforcing material comprising coating/sizing compositions, 
said coating composition comprising an aqueous solution of a base neutralized 
polyacrylate, and polymeric/binder agents, along with any conventional compounds 
known to be useful in aqueous compositions for coating such fibrous substrate. 

Thus, the requirements for rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) are met. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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7. Claim 2-5 and 16-34 are ejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
or, in the alternative, 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kono et al,, Shiono 
et al., Kroesbergen, Manning et al. Gaa et al. or Cossement et al., above. 

While the above prior art may not expressly teach the disclosed the properties of 
the claimed composition, it is reasonable that the prior art compositions would possess 
the claimed properties since the compositions are essentially the same as the claimed 
composition and the USPTO does not have at its disposal the tools or facilities deemed 
necessary to make physical determinations of the sort. In any event, an otherwise old 
composition or article is not patentable regardless of any new or unexpected properties. 
In re Fitzgerald et al , 619 F.2d 67, 205 USPQ 594 (CCPA 1980). See MPEP § 2112 - 
§2112.02. 

Even if assuming that the prior art references do not meet the requirements of 35 
U.S.C. 102, it would still have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time 
the invention was made, to arrive at the same inventive composition because the 
disclosure of the inventive subject matter appears within the generic disclosure of the 
prior art. 

8. Claims 1-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Arroyo et al. (USPN 4,913,517) or Geursen et al. (USPN 5,264,251) in combination with, 
Barch et al, (USPN 4,466,151). 

Each of Arroyo et al. (col. 3, line 1-15 and col. 4, lines 1 1-20) and Geursen et al. 
(col. 1 , lines 7-10 and col. 3, lines 31-41 ) teach superabsorbent-coatings for fibrous 
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substrate, such as aramids, comprising a water-soluble polymer and other optional 
component such a viscosity modifying polymers. 

Arroyo et al. or Geursen et al., differ from the claimed invention in that the 
coatings are not explicitly disclosed as comprising conventional components, such as 
binders. However, it is well known in the art to incorporate such components into a 
coating composition for fibrous substrate, for the purpose of facilitating the formation of 
a film on the substrate upon the drying of the coating composition, such as taught by 
Barch et al. (See col. 6, lines 18-20). 

In col. 5, lines 61-66 and col. 6, lines 10-59, Barch et al. teach a coating for 
fibrous substrate, said coating prepared from a composition comprising the conventional 
coating components, such as an film forming binders (i.e., polyurethane.) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made, to incorporate components, such as binders, into the 
fiber coatings of Arroyo et al. or Geursen et al. in order to obtain the advantages taught 
by Barch et al., motivated by a reasonable expectation of success. 
Further regarding the claimed advantages/improve properties, the fact that applicant 
has recognized another advantage which would flow naturally from following the 
suggestion of the prior art cannot be the basis for patentability when the differences 
would at least otherwise be obvious. See Ex parte Obiaya, 227 USPQ 58, 60 (Bd. Pat. 
App. & Inter. 1985). 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dr. Kelechi C. Egwim whose telephone number is (571) 
272-1099. The examiner can normally be reached on M-T (7:30-6:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Wu can be reached on (571 ) 272-1 1 14. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

KELECHI C. EGWIM PH.D. 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 




